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Making Sense
			

of

Human Dignity
in the
Biotech
Century

W

e are living at a unique nexus of 		
time and space. Around us drifts a
technologically sophisticated but
morally decaying culture. Ethical judgments about
critical issues of human dignity are being made in a
high-tech vacuum filled by pragmatism and
expediency.
We Christians offer a
unique (to some, even
radical) perspective.
We believe that
human beings have
intrinsic worth because
we bear the stamp of
the Creator. We believe
that nature, too, has intrinsic
value because God
pronounced it
good at the
creation.
Life, in
all its forms,
is precious.

This biblical perspective is critical if we are to truly
“make sense” of the bioethical questions of our day.
This issue of TORCH features the thoughtful
insights of outstanding Cedarville professors on
embryonic stem cell research, genetics, biblical
personhood, creation stewardship, and other timely
topics.
We are also pleased to introduce you to the new
Center for Bioethics at Cedarville University.
Guided by biblical theology, sound reason, and a
passion for life, the Center provides much-needed
scholarship, research, and engagement to our
students, our community, and our culture.
Finally, you will read the gripping account of a
precious mom who knows firsthand that issues
of life and dignity aren’t just textbook material.
They represent personal heartbreaks that require
courageous, sacrificial choices.
We pray this issue of TORCH will motivate
each of us to value what God values in new and
transforming ways.

Dr. Bill Brown
Cedarville University President
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She had no grand pro-life agenda, and she certainly
had no intention of making a social comment.
All she wanted to do was to love her baby.
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Worldviews
Under
the Microscope

by
The current fervor over biotech research compares
to the excitement about the space program in the
1960s. But instead of peering into telescopes at
landing locations on the moon, scientists are peering
into microscopes at genetic material.
The potential rewards of biotechnology are
incredible. The potential consequences are
terrifying. How we view the value and dignity of
humanity determines how far we go in accepting the
possibilities. Each of the three major worldviews,
Naturalism, Transcendentalism, and Theism, come
to different conclusions.

Naturalism: From Dust to Dust
Naturalism holds humanity as merely physical with
highly evolved abilities to reason, create, and express
moral sensitivities. There is no God to grant us any
value beyond what we can achieve. Man is merely a
machine that works for a while and eventually runs
down and stops forever.

4
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William Brown, Ph.D.

When it comes to biotechnology, it is not surprising
that most naturalists see any attempt to improve
the physical condition of humanity as a plus. Few
envision any downside to such efforts, except
where they might take away individual freedom
and choice. In fact, most agree that biotechnology
can free us from the tyranny of hunger, disabilities,
disease, aging, and yes, even death. These advances
can also enhance the human condition by increasing
human intelligence, physical capabilities, and so on.
Among Naturalists, there is a rapidly growing
movement that believes that the elite scientific and
intellectual community should assist human beings
in the next stage of their evolution. According to the
World Transhumanist Association, “this intellectual
and cultural movement affirms the possibility and
desirability of fundamentally altering the human
condition through applied reason, especially by
using technology to eliminate aging and greatly
enhance human intellectual, physical, and
psychological capacities.”

Transcendentalism: Simply Divine
Transcendentalism holds that the material world is
an illusory veneer over reality. Such an approach is
what C.S. Lewis called the “Life-Force” philosophy,
a view that imparts a spiritual nature to all of reality.
According to transcendental thought, man’s nature
is an extension of the divine oneness, and each
person has existed and will exist forever.
The transcendental religions have mixed attitudes
toward biotechnology, but most fall on the negative
side. For example, one Hindu scholar teaches, “This
kind of activity is contrary to ethical and moral

1:28). In this role as stewards, our efforts in
biotechnology have the most meaning. The use of
science in medical research has produced untold
benefits. Discovering ways to heal and prevent
disease are blessings of science and reflect the
healing ministry of Jesus.
But there are downsides to biotechnology. Prenatal
genetic screening could become the norm for
deciding whether to continue a pregnancy if the
unborn child has a disease, is handicapped, or even
is the “wrong” sex. We may also have the ability
to physically enhance our children (making them
taller, smarter, blonder?). Is this a morally acceptable

Humans are not the product of transcendental emanation or of
naturalistic evolution but the result of a purposeful choice.
principles. Manipulating nature is greatly damaging
our Holy Mother Earth.”
Buddhists warn that genetic engineering can affect
the whole of nature, and artificial manipulation
results in suffering and death. “Harming life energy
itself, even on the level of microorganisms, can
have deleterious effects on more complex organisms
because of the interconnectedness of all life,” states
Buddhist scholar Dr. Ron Epstein.

Theism: From the Hand of God
The worldview of Theism holds that a personal God
brought the universe and humanity into existence and
continues to oversee His creation. Humans are not the
product of transcendental emanation or of naturalistic
evolution but the result of a purposeful choice.
Humans are made in the image and likeness of
God (Genesis 1:27). We reflect God’s nature in
our artistic abilities (we create music, stories, and
art), our rational abilities (we reason, reflect on our
existence, etc.), and our moral nature (we display
a sense of right and wrong). Even though we are
fearfully and wonderfully made (Psalm 139:14), sin
has marred humanity and the world, resulting in
disease, suffering, and death.
Humans also reflect the image of God when we
rule over creation as God’s representatives (Genesis

use of technology? The whims of a culture addicted
to shallow notions of physical appearance and
athletic prowess should make us concerned about
the dehumanizing effects of genetic enhancement.
Just because we can do something does not mean
we should. Marshall W. Nirenberg, who won the
Nobel Prize for Medicine, issued a warning: “When
man becomes capable of instructing his own cells,
he must refrain from doing so until he has sufficient
wisdom to use the knowledge for the benefit
of mankind.” As we race ahead in our scientific
abilities, we cannot forget that God’s wisdom must
be our guide. T
Dr. Bill Brown became
president of Cedarville
University in June 2003. 		
A graduate of the University of
South Florida, Brown holds a
Th.M. and Ph.D. from Dallas
Theological Seminary. As a
nationally recognized expert
in worldview, he has authored
three worldview-related books
and is the executive producer of
the re:View worldview study (www.re-films.com).
Read his blog at www.cedarville.edu/president.
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Making Sense of the
Stem Cell Controversy
by Dennis Sullivan, M.D.
6
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I

t is a difficult and confusing time
in our public discourse. Back in the
1970s and 1980s, social conservatives
rallied against the ready availability of
abortion. Yet the pro-life movement
suffered major setbacks, first in the
1973 Roe. v. Wade Supreme Court decision,
and again in Planned Parenthood v. Casey in
1992. The result has been unrestricted access
to abortion in the United States.
In recent years, the culture wars have begun
again, and the debate over human life has
become sharper and even more divisive. In
the past, the discussion always focused on
the rights of the unborn child against the
rights of the mother. The new debate over
stem cell research centers on the rights of
the tiniest of humans,
in the form of little
embryos, against the
rights of researchers
to experiment on
them in the hope of
developing medical
cures for a variety of
diseases.

human beings have such cells. For example,
human bone marrow contains stem cells.
These are often called “pluripotent” cells
(Latin: “many” + “powers”), because each
one of these cells can become a variety of
different mature blood cells. These include
the white blood cells that protect against
infection, platelets that help the blood to
clot, and red blood cells that carry oxygen.
Some organs of the body no longer contain
stem cells. For example, consider the muscle
cells that make up the heart. If repeated
heart attacks damage these cells, they cannot
be replaced, and the heart just gets weaker.
There is a limit to how much damage
the heart may sustain before permanent
disability or death occurs.

The background for
all this dates back to
1978, when Louise
Joy Brown, the world’s
first “test tube baby,”
was born. Reproductive technologies allow
childless couples to combine sperm and egg
outside the womb to create embryos, which
can then be implanted back into the womb.
Yet there may be unused embryos resulting
from these procedures, which are often
frozen for future use. What is the status of
these frozen embryos? Are they persons or
property? Many medical researchers would
use them as research material, to produce
stem cells.

What if stem cells could replace damaged
heart muscle? This could conceivably
prolong a person’s life. Or imagine if stem
cells could replenish neurons in the brain,
helping to heal the brain after a head injury
or a stroke. The biological possibilities
are intriguing. A compelling case can
also be made for the use of stem cells to
repair spinal cord injuries, to provide new
pancreatic cells in diabetes mellitus, or to
cure Parkinson’s disease.

Stem cells are the “starter” cells that may
become various mature cells of the body. All

Where would such stem cells come from?
Unfortunately, the stem cells of the
Spring-Summer 2007
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bone marrow have already become fairly
specialized and are destined to become
blood cells of one type or another. These

traditional understanding for centuries, and
many secular philosophers agree with this
idea. Nonetheless, the seductive promise of
stem cell research has fostered a mentality
that the end justifies the means.
Yet here’s a fact that may surprise you:
For all of the hype and promise of
embryonic stem cell research, there is
not a single research study or medical
treatment that is currently helping any
human being. Conservative ethicists are
often accused of a lack of compassion
because of their opposition to destructive
embryo research, yet there is not a single
study that has demonstrated any benefit
for any medical condition. All of the
excitement is about a future potential not
yet realized.

would not be much help in growing new
brain or heart cells. Donated stem cells must
be from an earlier stage of development.
Some researchers claim that the best source
is a human embryo, composed exclusively
of unprogrammed early stem cells, any one
of which may become the precursor of adult
tissues and organs.
There are only two possible sources of
human embryos. As we saw earlier, the
leftover embryos from reproductive
technologies are one possible source.
A second source of embryos is human
cloning, scientifically called “somatic cell
nuclear transfer,” where DNA is combined
in a laboratory to create an embryo. The
harvesting of stem cells from both of these
sources destroys the embryos, and this
creates a real ethical dilemma.
What are the ethics of destroying human
embryos for research? Those who hold to
the conception view of human personhood
believe that an embryo is a human person.
This has been the Christian church’s

8
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However, there is a form of stem cell
research going on today, quietly helping
people and saving lives, without any ethical
controversy. At last count, more than 70
current studies have shown benefit from
stem cells derived from the discarded
umbilical cords of newborn babies, skin
cells and fat cells of adults, and even cells
from adult bone marrow. Since the cells
derived from these sources are not truly
pluripotent, there are limitations, yet the
ongoing research has been creative and
promising. No human beings are destroyed
to achieve these modern medical miracles.
Because of the limitations of nonembryonic stem cells, many are still
pushing to expand governmental funding
of destructive embryo research. Along the
way, some people have asked a thoughtful
question: “In the case of frozen embryos
left over from fertility treatments, why
shouldn’t we use them for research, since
they are going to be destroyed anyway?”
That is an important question, one we
should not take lightly.

A Bioethics Timeline
First of all, destruction of excess
embryos is not inevitable, since their
fate is entirely up to the couples who
produced them. They could eventually
be implanted, or perhaps even be
adopted by another childless couple, an
idea that is growing in popularity. And
if embryos are persons, then morally
they should be protected. After all,
killing a human being is a moral evil.
We cannot justify destructive embryo
research based on a vague utilitarian
calculus that they are going to be
destroyed anyway. We can do better
morally.
Men and women of good faith from
all worldviews must continue to debate
these matters. In the end, our very
human nature is at stake. Christians
believe that all human beings are
created in the image of God. We should
think long and hard before we casually
destroy our fellow image-bearers. T
Dr. Dennis Sullivan
serves as director of
Cedarville University’s
Center for Bioethics and
is also a professor of
biology. Before coming
to Cedarville in 1996,
he served as a medical
missionary in both Haiti and the Central
African Republic. Sullivan received his B.S.
from Youngstown State University, his M.D.
from Case Western Reserve University, and an
M.A. in Bioethics from Trinity University.
A member of the American Medical Association,
the Christian Medical Association, and the
Center for Bioethics and Human Dignity, he
has been honored as a Diplomate by the
American Board of Surgery (1985) and as a
Fellow by the American College of Surgeons
(1996).

1968 Harvard University recommends brain death standards for organ transplantation.
1971 Judith Jarvis Thomson writes “A Defense of Abortion,” an influential essay
which defends abortion even while assuming the personhood of the unborn.
1972 Details of the Depression-era Tuskegee Syphilis Study, one of the greatest
ethical breaches of trust between physicians and patients in a U.S. clinical
study, are brought to light.
1973 The Roe v. Wade U.S. Supreme Court decision allows
unrestricted access to abortion before viability.
1976 By a ruling of the New Jersey Supreme Court, Karen
Ann Quinlan is taken off life support. Hers is the first
major “right-to die” case involving persistent vegetative state (PVS).
Quinlan lived for nine more years after being removed from life support.
1978 Louise Joy Brown, the first “test tube baby,” is born.
1981 AIDS is first reported in the U.S.
1990 Nancy Cruzan, who is in a PVS, dies after a contentious “right-to-die” case
before the U.S. Supreme Court.
1992 The Planned Parenthood v. Casey U.S. Supreme Court decision overturns the
viability portion of Roe v. Wade, extending the right to abortion to any time of
pregnancy.
1996 Dolly the sheep, the first cloned mammal, is born.
1997 Oregon voters approve the Death with Dignity Act.
1999 Dr. Jack Kevorkian is convicted for the voluntary
euthanasia of a patient with Lou Gehrig’s disease after
assisting in the suicide of almost 100 others.
2001 President Bush permits limited government funding of embryonic stem cell
research, using only embryos that had already been destroyed.
2003 The Human Genome Project is completed, marking the
first complete draft of the sequence of human DNA.
2003 The Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act, a federal ban of
intact dilation and extraction as an abortion procedure,
is passed.
2005 Terri Schiavo dies after her feeding tube is removed by
ruling of the U.S. Supreme Court. In this “right-to-die” case,
the diagnosis of PVS was hotly contested.
continued
2007 The U.S. Supreme Court upholds the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban
Act. on page 11
Spring-Summer 2007
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Coping with

Tough Choices

				

at the

End of Life

by Susan Salladay, RN, Ph.D.

Jenna’s Story

J

enna is a 34-year-old mentally
challenged woman who, 12 years ago,
was told by her doctor that she has
multiple sclerosis. Jenna is unmarried
and lives with her mother, her sole caregiver,
in a small home in a rural community. In
the past year Jenna has had four bouts of
pneumonia, each requiring hospitalization. She
has several deep skin ulcers that will not heal,
due to her confinement to a wheelchair. Both
Jenna and her mother are Christian believers,
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but over the past year Jenna has become
increasingly depressed. Her mother continues
urging her daughter to keep fighting, because
she is afraid Jenna will lose her will to live.
One day Jenna’s mother came home after
shopping and found Jenna unresponsive. She
immediately called 911. Paramedics gave Jenna
emergency oxygen and rushed her to a large
medical center, where she was hooked up to a
ventilator to assist her breathing.
For several weeks, Jenna was semiconscious. She moaned and grimaced, and her

hands had to be restrained so that she would
not pull out her breathing tube. She gradually
lapsed into a coma, and her physician, also a
Christian, asked Jenna’s mother for permission
to stop the ventilator. Jenna’s mother refused,
telling the doctor that she believed that God was
ready to do a miracle for Jenna and that she
could not give up hope.
Jenna was receiving Medicaid benefits.
Her care to that point had cost more than
$200,000. Later that week, Jenna developed
lung complications from the ventilator. The

A

bout 80 percent of all Americans who
die this year will die in hospitals. It is
frightening but true that more than
one half of all Medicare dollars spent
in America go toward care given in the last weeks
of a patient’s life, care that usually does no good.
Families may be bewildered by the complexity
of technology surrounding a loved one’s hospital
bed and the confusing medical terms used by
healthcare professionals. Quality-of-life questions
also often surround the dying process. Both health
professionals and family members ask tough
questions.
• How can I help someone who is dying?
• What is a good death?
• How can people who love this individual make
the dying process less painful or frightening or
isolating?
• When is enough truly enough?
• How does anyone know when to stop medical
treatments that don’t seem to be of benefit?
• Should we speak up and say something, and to
whom should we say it when the patient can
no longer speak for himself or herself?

Jenna’s Story

many conflicting emotions. Today’s medical treatments
are amazing, but there are some conditions for which
medical treatments will not be effective. It may be hard
for patients and families to accept the fact that a cure is
not possible. They often urge doctors to “try everything.”
Conflicts occur when physicians believe the only right
thing to do is to stop treatment, while the patient and
family want to continue.
Or there may be a struggle when the patient and family
accept the inevitability of death, even when a physician is
urging them to try just one more treatment. Sometimes
patients and their family members disagree about what
bioethicist Leon Kass calls the “just right thing to do.”
Clinical bioethics is all about helping people face
tough choices and decide which way to turn. A clinical
bioethicist has advanced training in both ethics and
healthcare and is a person doctors, nurses, patients, and
families can turn to when they are not sure what to do.
(Read more about how a bioethicist assists others in
“Jenna’s Story” below.)

One of the painful realities patients and family
members face is a conflict of values when a loved
one is dying. Christians can accept the reality of
death quite differently from other people. Death
is not irrevocable and not the end of existence,
because Jesus says that everyone who believes in
Him will have eternal life (John 3:15).

Because patients and families face difficult ethical issues
surrounding a terminal illness and care at life’s end,
consider making “advance medical directives” to clarify
your treatment wishes (a “living will” or “five wishes”
document). Appoint a trusted person to make your
medical treatment decisions if you are not able to speak
for yourself (a “durable power of attorney for health
care” document). Any hospital can provide the necessary
forms.

Yet when a loved one is diagnosed with a terminal
illness, both the patient and family experience

Remember that you have certain rights as a hospital
patient. Ask to receive a written list of those rights

doctor again asked Jenna’s mother for
permission to stop treatment. She said, “Please
don’t give up on my daughter just because she
is mentally retarded.”
Jenna’s doctor asked a clinical bioethicist
to intervene. The bioethicist asked Jenna’s
mother for permission to include her pastor in
discussions about the difficult decisions that
had to be made for Jenna. The bioethicist and
pastor considered what key characteristics came
together to create this ethical problem. They
considered Jenna’s rights and what options were

in her best interest, and they asked for God’s
guidance. They prayed with Jenna’s mother.
They did not make a decision themselves,
nor did they coerce Jenna’s mother in any way.
Yet they were honest and forthright because
they had two obligations. They had to protect
Jenna’s right not to be subjected to meaningless
suffering, as well as her mother’s right to speak
for her daughter and remain true to her own
faith.
Over the next week, Jenna’s mother, the
doctor, the bioethicist, and the pastor talked

and prayed daily. During that time, they helped
Jenna’s mother accept the idea that stopping
medical treatment did not mean giving up
on Jenna. The pastor helped Jenna’s mother
share her fear that what happened to Jenna
was her fault for leaving to go shopping. The
team reassured her of God’s love for Jenna
and for her, so that she could accept the idea
that God might be ready to take Jenna home.
She became ready to accept His will for her
daughter. T
Spring-Summer 2007
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whenever you are admitted to a hospital. You have
the right to give informed consent for or to refuse
consent for any medical treatment as long as you
are a competent adult. You have the right to be fully
informed about the risks and benefits of proposed
treatments. You have the right to seek a second
medical opinion at any time.
Hospice and palliative care centers are a wonderful
option for patients with life-threatening illnesses.
If it is your choice to stop (or not start) certain
medical treatments, a Hospice or palliative care
center will help you focus on doing everything
possible to remain comfortable, pain free, and with
those you most love. T

Dr. Susan Salladay is a
registered nurse, a professor
of nursing at Cedarville
University, and an associate
for clinical ethics in the
University’s Center for
Bioethics. Before coming
to Cedarville in 2005, she
used her talents as a hospital
administrator, bioethics center
director, educator, and a nurse. Salladay is a columnist for
two nursing journals and has authored numerous articles
and books. She holds a Ph.D. in philosophy from Boston
College with a specialization in applied and clinical
healthcare ethics.

Thank God for Aging
by Chuck Dolph, Ph.D.

W

eek after week in our
Sunday school class,
my friend prays that his
mother will die. It always makes
me feel so sad. I understand why
he prays for her death. She is very
old, very ill, and unresponsive in a
nursing home. Even though I
understand, I fear my friend may
be forgetting God’s design for our
lives.
The Bible makes it clear that long
life is a blessing from God. When I
tell this to my Baby Boomer peers,
many of whom care for aging
parents, they usually look at me wryly and say,
“Sometimes it is.” I know what they mean.
We must not forget that there is always meaning
and purpose, even in aging and illness. Aging
strips us. If we live long enough, we will lose our
beauty, our strength, our wealth, our independence,
the control of our bodily functions, our pride, and
perhaps our very self. These are our idols, all the
things that we trust in life to make us attractive,
valuable, and self-sufficient.

12
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If our aging is successful, we will end our lives
stripped of everything but God, totally naked and
helpless, utterly dependent on Him and the love
of others. Everything that we trusted in life for
our worth will have been stripped away. What a
blessing to finally find our right relationship to God!
Thank God for aging.
Dr. Chuck Dolph is a licensed psychologist and serves as professor of psychology
at Cedarville University.

The PATH® broadcasts a biblical perspective
on bioethics and other critical issues.

F

ollowers of Christ want something more from
a newsroom. They want news from a kingdom
perspective. Impact News gives kingdom citizens
news of concern they will hear nowhere else. The
unfolding of history is “His Story,” and Impact News
is privileged to tell that redemptive story every day.
Impact News is news to pray for.

H

ighlighting stories and issues of special
concern to the follower of Christ, the Impact
News FrontPage interview program encourages
kingdom citizens to be Christ incarnate in the
church and their communities. FrontPage
provides a kingdom perspective to the events and
issues of our own redemptive history.

Listen Worldwide at www.ThePath.fm
A community-supported media ministry of Cedarville University

Earn your M.Ed. at
“If you stop growing today, you
stop teaching tomorrow.”
—Howard Hendricks

Tuition scholarships make our

GRADUATE EDUCATION

affordable. Mentoring faculty and convenient modules
make it the right choice!
Call 1-888-CEDARVILLE (233-2784)
or visit www.cedarville.edu/graduate
for registration information.

The Cedarville University graduate program is accredited by the North Central Association of Colleges and Schools (www.ncahlc.org) and the Association of
Christian Schools International (ACSI).
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What Makes A Body Somebody?
by Gregory Couser, Ph.D.
It is crucial to note that this biblical
understanding of God’s image is not
tied to functional capacities. It is not
a matter of the ability to reason, to be
self-aware, or to relate to others. While
these potential functions are common to
most adult humans, such functions do
not define being made in God’s image.
If that were true, then the unborn, the
mentally handicapped, or the temporarily
unconscious would not be persons, since
they would not have “all” of God’s image.

J

ust what does it mean to be human? We can
best answer this question by looking at the
biblical teaching about the image of God.

This concept first appears in the Bible in Genesis
1:26-27: “So God created man in His own image,
in the image of God He created him, male and
female He created them.” While the term “image”
does not convey an exact identification with God, it
suggests that man corresponds to God in such a way
that he “bears” God’s image.

What does it
about us
that we bear God’s image?

Though the church has proposed many ideas over the
years, the biblical data suggests that it is something
inherent. In other words, the image of God is not
something we do; it is something we are (though
reflected in how we live). It is that quality or capacity
that makes us human persons. When Genesis 1:26
affirms that God created man in His own image, it
is really saying, “God created man to be His image.”
This sets us apart from the rest of creation as unique
possessors of the image of God. To be human is all
one needs to be an image-bearer — nothing more
and nothing less.

14
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To state it differently, all human beings
bear the image of God even though fallen
or whether or not they realize their full
potential as image-bearers. A Christian
does not become an image-bearer by virtue of faith
in Christ, but is instead someone in the process
of having his or her ability to image God restored
(Colossians 3:9-10).
This is also suggested by the way various passages
assume the full personhood of an individual whether
in the womb or as an adult. Consider John the
Baptist. Not only is he the same person as the 		
babe in Elizabeth’s womb, but both John the babe
(Luke 1:41, 44) and John the adult act as persons.
Consider as well that the struggle between the adult
Jacob and Esau began when they were still unborn
twins in the womb (Genesis 25:22-26). In both cases,
what separates the babe and the adult is not that one
is a person and the other is not, but only that the
adult more fully realizes his potential as a person.

When does Scripture say that 		
human personhood, as defined 			
by God’s image, first begins?

Here the Bible is not specific. A number of passages
clearly consider the unborn to be persons, individuals
fashioned and known by God before their birth
(Psalm 139:13-16; Isaiah 49:5). Yet nowhere does
the Bible specify at what point in the womb this

value actually begins. The moment
of conception, on biological and
philosophical grounds, makes the best
sense as the starting point, and the
biblical witness is certainly compatible
with this view.

example, the questions of Psalm 94:9
— “Does he who implanted the ear not
hear? Does he who formed the eye not
see?” — seem to imply that our physical
ears and eyes image His ability to hear
and see.

J. Gresham Machen, called by
some “the last of the great
Princeton theologians,” once said,
“False ideas are the greatest
obstacles to the reception of the
gospel.”

What is it about who we are
and what we do that resembles
or images God?

Finally, we might look at our drive to
worship, to value that which is most
valuable. This seems to image God’s
own valuing of that which is most
valuable: Himself (Ephesians 1:5-6).
Scripture even suggests that our
relationships with one another in the
body of Christ are a reflection or image
of relationships within the Trinity
(John 17:20-23).

Increasingly, the gospel falls on
deaf ears when what it means to
be human is lost. Understanding
that man is a sinner in need of
God’s grace and that Jesus Christ,
God’s Son, was willingly crucified
upon a real Roman cross as a
ransom for man’s sin is becoming
irrelevant as our culture blurs
what we are.

Everything we are reflects God in
some way (though we will always be
different from Him). We express our
likeness to God both in function and
in nature. With regard to our function,
we are made in His image to steward
creation, in order to maximize its
potential to glorify God. This remains
true even though creation is fallen and
its potential cannot be fully realized
until Christ returns to lift the curse
(Romans 8:19-25). Here we can find
guidance for Christian environmental
ethics, as well as Christian engagement
with human culture in all its forms.
When Scripture speaks explicitly of the
correspondence between human nature
and God, it most frequently speaks
in terms of human moral excellence
— human qualities that correspond to
God’s qualities, such as righteousness
(Ephesians 4:24), ethical perfection
(Matthew 5:48), purity (I John 3:2-3,
9), and love (John 13:14, 35; Titus 3:4;
I John 3:10).
As we reflect on God’s person as
revealed in Scripture, we see various
other ways human nature corresponds
to God. Here we might speak of our
reasoning faculties, creativity, and
language abilities, as well as the ability
to sense moral distinctions and to make
moral choices. Furthermore, though
God obviously does not have a body,
the Scriptures imply that our bodies
play a role in imaging God as well. For

What makes a body somebody?

Biblically, it is the image of God. Every
person bears this image. Personhood
is not something you grow into; nor
is it something conferred upon you
by some human authority. It is not
something that you lose through defect,
disease, injury, or location (even if you
are still in the womb). The image of
God conveys wonderful value upon us
as human beings and equips us for the
enormous responsibility to be stewards
over the world and ourselves, in order
to reflect glory back on our loving
Creator. T
Dr. Gregory Couser
is a professor of
Bible and Greek
at Cedarville
University, where
he has taught since
1994. Couser
holds degrees from
Liberty University,
Liberty Baptist Theological Seminary,
and the University of Aberdeen
(Scotland).

Since God has placed such radical
and eternal value on human
beings, we affirm His plan and
priorities when we share the good
news of the gospel:
• The Bible says all of us
are sinners (Psalm 51:5;
Romans 5:12; Romans
3:22-24).
• The Bible makes it clear that
because of our sin we are
alienated from God
(Eph. 2:12-13) and
unable to save ourselves 		
(Eph. 2:1-5, 8-9).
• God the Father through
Jesus, His Son, saves us
by His grace through faith
(John 1:12; 3:14-16;
Romans 5:8; 10:9-13).
This gift of God is eternal life
through Jesus Christ! Eternity is
forever. May each of us by faith
receive the precious gift of sins
forgiven and eternity in heaven
with the Lord!
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Introducing …

An Academic Voice Guided by Biblical Theology, 			
Sound Reason, and a Passion for Life

A

recent newspaper headline reads: “Researchers
extract stem cells from human amniotic fluid.”
The article explains that scientists obtained
stem cells from human amniotic fluid without
harming the child or its mother. The extracted cells
were then grown into other highly specialized tissues,
including brain cells, liver cells, and bone. So goes the
weekly stream of news concerning life issues with
ethical implications.
How should Christians respond? Should we
embrace these breakthroughs with few ethical
concerns, or should we condemn them as violations
of the sanctity of life? What is the science involved?
What does Scripture teach?
To engage complex questions like these from a
biblical perspective, Cedarville University launched
the Center for Bioethics in October 2006.

The Center influences students, leaders, healthcare
professionals, and the general public through sound
biblical scholarship, compelling presentations, and
cultural engagement on key issues in bioethics.
The development of the Center for Bioethics is
a natural outgrowth of Cedarville’s outstanding
academic reputation in the sciences, our commitment
to biblical integration, and our desire to engage the
culture with the heart and mind of Christ.
The Center is funded solely by individuals and
organizations who share the vision of bringing a
Christian perspective to this dialogue and who
partner with us through prayer and financial
support.
To learn more about the Center and how you can be
involved, visit www.cedarville.edu/bioethics.

Resources from the Center

www.cedarville.edu/bioethics

CedarEthics Podcast

A monthly audio journal complete with news, commentary, interviews, and
more (you don’t need an iPod to listen!)

Director’s Blog

Weekly entries by the Center director and associates about current issues

Bioethics E-News

Quarterly e-newsletter covering Center events, current research, and
recommended resources

Resource Links

Regularly updated listing of websites, journals, and articles on critical
bioethical issues
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Theoretical Bioethics
Dr. Dennis Sullivan, director of Cedarville’s Center for Bioethics
Voices
and a medical for
doctor, Scholarship,
wrestles with complex issues daily. Carefully
analyzing
the news, he
seeks toEngagement
explain these complex matters to his
Research,
and
students and to the general public. In a recent audio program (one of his
CedarEthics podcasts), he presents a primer to explain the ethical concerns
about stem cell research.
Aaron Costerisan, a Christian medical student at Loyola
University and a visiting Fellow at the Center, wrote concerning the
topic: “It was quite interesting and disconcerting to realize how little
some people understand about stem cell research … Advocacy on
behalf of embryonic human beings is a vitally important way to uphold
the cause of the fatherless — a prominent command in Scripture.”

Environmental Ethics
E.O. Wilson, the prominent Harvard biologist and secular
humanist, gives this challenge to the church: “I am puzzled that
so many religious leaders … have hesitated to make protection
of the creation an important part of their magisterium.” To this,
Dr. John Silvius, the Center for Bioethics’ associate for
environmental ethics, responds, “Perhaps we have unknowingly
conveyed an unbiblical message that Emmanuel came to save humans only, while leaving
the rest of creation that groans for His coming … The message of Emmanuel and the scope
of His redemptive love includes the whole of creation.” (Silvius’ entire commentary can be
found on the Center’s weekly blog.)

“As I continue in my

medical education
and as I enter the
medical profession,
I will be faced
with challenging
clinical situations
that require careful
ethical reflection.
In so many ways,
my fellowship has
helped to prepare
me. I have no doubt
that I will look back
on this year as a
time of wonderful
opportunity and
growth.”
Aaron Costerisan, Center Fellow

Clinical Ethics
Christians have been deeply divided over the case of Terri Schiavo, a profoundly disabled woman who
passed away on March 31, 2005, after her feeding tube was discontinued. Dr. Susan Salladay, the
Center’s associate for clinical ethics, notes: “When conflicts occur among Christians over critical ethical issues,
it is morally distressing to Christian nurses. Whom can they trust as moral authorities?” In a recent ethics
commentary in the Journal of Christian Nursing (January 2007), Salladay examines opinions on both sides of
the Terri Schiavo question.

Center Partners
God is using the Center for Bioethics at Cedarville University to
bring a biblical perspective to the key bioethical issues of our
day. We are seeking individuals and organizations who share
this vision to partner with us through prayer and financial
support. Learn more at www.cedarville.edu/bioethics.
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Bioinformatics
in the 21st Century:

Stewarding a Wealth of
Information and Technology

N

ot long ago, it was estimated that humans had
approximately 100,000 genes. The secrets of our
genome remained enshrouded in mystery, mainly
because of the sheer volume of information encoded therein. The
Human Genome Project, officially begun in 1990 and completed
in 2003, has left humankind with a legacy of information and
technology. Because of the techniques developed during the
Human Genome Project, the genomes of many plant, animal,
fungal, and bacterial species are quickly being sequenced. Why the
push for so much information?

What can our DNA teach us?

As followers of Christ, our DNA gives us cause to worship the
Creator. Some years ago, I had well-meaning atheistic friends argue
against a wise Creator by talking about “junk DNA.” Junk DNA
is DNA that does not code for proteins and was thought by many
scientists to be worthless, a waste of cellular energy, thus arguing
against wisdom in design. Recent research has revealed that these
non-coding regions are critically important for regulating genes;
in fact, mutations in these junk DNA regions can even lead to
By Heather Kuruvilla, Ph.D.
diseases. There is no “junk” DNA!
The prevailing dogma in science has been that there are three
“important” types of RNA: tRNA, rRNA, and mRNA. The myriad
“small RNA” molecules in the cell were perceived as so much
cellular debris. Now these, too, are turning out to be critically
important for cell function. What occasion for worship! The cells
are declaring the glory of God, and the nucleic acids are showing
the work of His hands.
As research continues to advance, other valuable uses of genetic
information are currently becoming reality. Finding the function
of each gene should prove to be very useful for the fields of
biotechnology and medicine. Understanding the genetic problems
which underlie disease should result in a deeper grasp of the
biochemistry involved. Better biochemical understanding will
result in the development of more accurate pharmaceuticals
with fewer side effects. In addition, gene therapies for diseases
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which currently cripple and debilitate thousands
of humans may become reality as genetic data are
better understood and as technologies for gene
delivery become more advanced.
In addition to our study of the human genome,
other genomic information is also proving useful
for humans. For example, the genomes of several
parasitic protozoans have been sequenced, including
the parasites that cause malaria (Plasmodium),
trichomoniasis (Trichomonas), and African sleeping
sickness (Trypanasoma). Think of the advances in
medicine that could be made in the developing
world as we better understand these parasites and
develop medications that will help humans defend
against them.
Many plant genomes, including wheat, rice, and
maize, have also been sequenced. Advances in
plant genetics should lead to heartier, more pestresistant, and possibly more nutritious crops. This
is important as we seek to balance the nutritional
demands of a growing human population with the
biblical command to be caretakers of the earth. The
information we glean from yeast, bacterial, and
animal genomes also stands to benefit humans, as
many or all of these organisms are used as research
models that directly benefit human and veterinary
medicine.

With all of the potential
benefits of genetic
information, is there
any downside?

Certainly privacy will be a major concern.
If everyone’s DNA is entered into a database, there
are a number of potential pitfalls. Should insurance
companies have access to this information or just
a person’s healthcare provider? Would insurance
companies be able to deny coverage to a person
based on their genetic information? How secure
would this information be? All of these problems are
in the realm of possibility.
What about genetic therapies? Physicians have been
in the business of healing since the fall of mankind.
Genetic therapies are simply a new technology that

will allow us to heal people from a greater number
of diseases. However, with genetic therapy comes
the possibility of genetic enhancement. The line
between therapy and enhancement can be difficult
to draw. Unfortunately, in our society, this line
may simply come down to who can afford genetic
enhancements and who cannot. As a result, people
of lower socioeconomic status could become a
genetic subclass, resulting in discrimination.
The ultimate concern centers on what it means to
be human. Are we humans more than the sum total
of our nucleotide bases and their expression? Do
we, as God’s image-bearers, have intrinsic value that
transcends our biological selves?
We must ensure that our technologies are stewarded
well, to promote health and healing to humankind
and to the environment. We are obligated, as
disciples of a just God, to promote justice in the
way that genetic data are used, so that no class of
people is discriminated against.
Genetic information is simply that — information.
As a creation of God, it is good, even beautiful.
Even though our genes, like everything else, have
been corrupted by the fall, the information in those
genes points to an omniscient, all-wise Creator.
Genetic information, then, is certainly nothing to
be feared. This information is a valuable, God-given
resource with life-giving potential. However, like
any resource, it must be used wisely in order to be
beneficial. T
Dr. Heather Kuruvilla serves as
associate professor of biology at
Cedarville University and has been
at Cedarville since 1997.
She received her B.S. in biology
from Houghton College and her
Ph.D. in biological sciences from
the State University of New York
at Buffalo. She is a member of the
American Society for Cell Biology, where she presents research
at their annual conference and serves on the Congressional
Liaison Committee. Kuruvilla and her students continue to
work together to publish scientific articles and abstracts on
aspects of chemorepellent signaling.
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Christians and Creation Care

W

hen the modern
“environmental
movement” began
nearly a half-century
ago, many Christians stayed
on the sidelines to avoid
entanglement in social and
political issues they feared
would distract from the basic
message of the gospel. After
all, why expend precious
time on environmental
issues, such as energy
conservation, water and air
pollution, and endangered
species? Isn’t it God’s plan
to bring about the “new
heavens and a new earth, in
which righteousness dwells?”
As a result, Christianity
was sometimes accused of
offering a ticket to heaven
while disregarding Earth.
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By John Silvius, Ph.D.

However, in recent years a
remarkable transformation has
occurred in both the evangelical
church and the scientific
establishment. Evangelicals have

“There is an underlying
spiritual dissonance in the
universe that makes it
impossible for us to live within
our means and in harmony
with the natural systems that
support our lives. We are out
of touch with the One who
runs the place … We have a
spiritual problem, and we need
a spiritual solution.”
Ed Brown, author of Our Father’s World:
Mobilizing the Church to Care for Creation

been re-energized to engage the
broader culture with biblical
truth and kindness. Meanwhile,
secular science, mired in a
host of bioethical issues from
stem cell research to global
warming, is beginning to look
toward the church to provide
moral and ethical leadership.
E.O. Wilson, the
distinguished Harvard
biologist and self-proclaimed
scientific humanist, now
acknowledges that “religion
and science are the two most
powerful forces in the world
today.” His recent book,
The Creation: An Appeal
to Save Life on Earth, calls
upon evangelical leaders to
bring “the theological and
moral arguments for saving

the creation” into partnership
with science in an effort to
avoid further environmental
deterioration on our planet.

God values not just human
life but all of His creation.
Indeed, He has given His Son
to reconcile creation as a whole
(Romans 8:22). The book of
Colossians teaches us that the
natural realm is of great value
to the Creator. Here we learn
that Jesus Christ created the
heavens and the Earth for His
purposes (1:16); that Jesus rules
and sustains His creation
(v. 17); and that His death and
resurrection set the stage for the
redemption and reconciliation
of all creation, “whether things
on earth or things in heaven”
(v. 20).

Wilson’s appeal is consistent
with the fact that science can
point to physical causes of the
environmental crisis, but the
root cause is spiritual, and the
ultimate cure is spiritual. Both
the devaluation of human
life and the abuse of God’s
creation are rooted in human
sinfulness. But God’s plan is to
work through the transformed
lives of His children, believers
who refuse to be conformed to
this world system and whose
lifestyle demonstrates the hope
of heaven while caring properly
for His creation.

A theology of creation that
teaches the full scope of God’s
redemptive plan is essential
both to effective evangelism and
discipleship and to victorious
living in our materialistic
culture. “Biblical evangelism”
and “biblical environmentalism”
should go hand in hand.
Environmentalism without
a correct theology of
reconciliation will lead to
environmental programs and
perhaps even the worship
of creation while ignoring
the cause of its alienation:
unresolved sin in human hearts.

But can Christians be heavenly
minded and still be concerned
with earthly good? 		

God’s Redemptive Plan
The full scope of redemption addresses alienation from God
at all levels — our heart and will, our personal and interpersonal
relationships, and our stewardship of His creation.
Scope of Sin

Effects of Sin

Heart

Root of Alienation
Loss of Reverence and
Thankfulness to God

Will

Alienation from God
Defiance of God’s Word

Individual

Self-Alienation
Personal Anguish

Scriptural Basis
“For even though they knew God, they did
not honor Him as God, or give thanks ... their
foolish heart was darkened.” Rom. 1:21
“When the woman saw that the tree was good for
food, ... a delight to the eyes, and ... desirable to
make one wise, she took ... and ate ...”. Gen. 3:6

Reconciliation
“Therefore if any man is in Christ, he is a new
creature; the old things passed away ...”.
II Cor. 5:17
“For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ
all shall be made alive.” I Cor. 15:22

“... I was afraid because I was naked; so I hid myself.” Gen. 3:10

Social

Alienation from Others
Interpersonal Strife

Material

Alienation from Creation
Defiance of God’s Word

“... The woman whom You gave to be with me,
she gave me from the tree, and I ate.” Gen. 3:12

“These things I have spoken ... that in Me
you may have peace.” John 16:33

“Beloved, let us love one another, for love is
from God; and everyone who loves is born of
God and knows God.” I John 4:7

“... served the creature rather
than the Creator ...” Rom. 1:25 “... through Him to reconcile all things ...”. Col. 1:20

Spring-Summer 2007

21

On the other hand, evangelism without a correct
theology toward the creation may lead to Christians
who receive “personal salvation” but are never fully
mature in their social and material responsibilities.

“Each day I find myself surrounded by good
people trying to do their part to conserve
the creation, with the belief that it is all here
by chance and that we must allow nature to
have the maximum amount of working parts
in order to continue … How much greater
I find my calling, knowing that it is God’s
creation that I am working to conserve and
that He has called each of us to be stewards.”
Benjamin Rosner, 2002 CU Graduate
Environmental Scientist

Lack of spiritual maturity may explain the church’s
lack of compassion toward the powerless, the
unwanted, and the persecuted church worldwide, all
of which are victims of selfishness and greed. Sadly,
a theology of redemption that omits God’s full scope
of reconciliation has created a Christian culture
mired in materialism and its social consequences.
The result: Christians whose testimonies
are blunted and ineffective in a world
hungry for meaning and purpose.
Where do we go from here?
Christians need a truly biblical bioethic
that places proper value not only upon
human life but also upon the whole
creation. We must avoid an unbiblical
dichotomy that acknowledges God’s
revelation about creation but fails to act
upon it. In truth, stewardship of God’s
creation, or creation care, demonstrates a
mature understanding of our Creator and
the full scope of His redemptive plan.
The “environmental crisis” is in fact a
spiritual crisis, intertwined with many of
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the social challenges from which Christ came to free
us. May God’s Spirit renew our reverence toward
the One who demonstrates His power, wisdom,
and provision through what He has made. Out of
this renewal, may we dedicate ourselves to living
Christian lives that are winsome and willing to
humbly reach out. After all, we are armed with the
gospel of God’s reconciliation to a culture filled with
people alienated from God, from each other, and
from the creation. T
Dr. John Silvius serves as senior
professor of biology at Cedarville
University, as well as associate
for environmental ethics in
the University’s Center for
Bioethics. In addition, he is an
adjunct professor and Cedarville
representative at the Au Sable
Institute of Environmental
Studies. Before coming to
Cedarville in 1979, Silvius was
a plant physiologist for the USDA Agricultural Research
Service. He earned degrees from Malone College and West
Virginia University and is currently a member of several
professional organizations, including the American Institute
of Biological Sciences, Botanical Society of America,
Creation Research Society, and Nature Conservancy.
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Make the Most
of the Opportunity

A Blessing in Disguise
By Dennis Sullivan, M.D.
C.S. Lewis has said, “You never know how
much you believe anything until its truth
or falsehood becomes a matter of life and
death to you.” During the past year, this idea
became a reality for Kristin, a 2000 Cedarville
graduate, and her husband, Mike, as they
prepared for the delivery of their third child.
Mike and Kristin married in June of
2000. Since Mike had a good job with a
construction supply company, Kristin left
her fourth grade teaching position when
their first son was born in 2002. Another boy
arrived in 2004.
In the spring of last year, Kristin and Mike
learned that another baby was on the way.
They were thrilled to have such a growing
family. Would Trent and Drew have a baby
sister or a baby brother to play with? With
great anticipation, Kristin and her husband
met with the obstetrician for a routine
ultrasound exam. It was early August, and
Kristin was 15 weeks into her pregnancy.
As the technician ran the probe over
Kristin’s abdomen, she checked the baby’s
measurements, estimated the fetal age, and
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said, “By the way, I think it’s a boy.” Kristin
looked at Mike and laughed. She rolled her
eyes at the prospect of another boy, but the
technician was rather silent. She casually said,
“I’m just going to ask the doctor to take a
look as well.”
As the doctor entered the room and
continued the exam, Kristin and Mike began
to realize that something was wrong. The
physician was unusually quiet and spent a
long time taking additional pictures and
measurements. When he finally finished,
he sat down next to them and told them
about two problems. A large, fluid-filled
sac was growing at the back of the head,
just above the neck, and the kidneys were
enlarged. Follow-up ultrasound exams and
consultations with other specialists would
later confirm the diagnosis of Meckel-Gruber
syndrome.
Meckel-Gruber syndrome is a rare genetic
disorder that causes brain and kidney
abnormalities. As a result of these problems,
the lungs cannot develop properly. The
syndrome is always fatal, either in the womb
or shortly after birth.

On that first day, Mike had to go back to work, but
Kristin and her mother immediately went to church
to talk with their pastor. Pastor John got right to
the point: “You probably already know this, but the
doctor is going to want you to have an abortion.”
He prayed with them, and they thought carefully
about what they would say to the specialist. The
appointment was scheduled for the next day.
The following day, the
perinatologist was surprisingly
sensitive to the frightened couple.
Even as the doctor confirmed
the diagnosis, he gently and
kindly asked them about their
wishes. For Kristin and Mike, their
response was clear: “We are going
to carry this baby.”
The specialist’s sensitive interaction
with Mike and Kristin is part
of a growing trend in obstetric
medicine. It is no longer routine to
recommend pregnancy termination
when a fatal diagnosis is found.

The dreaded phone call came on Thursday,
December 14. Kristin’s mom told me that her
daughter had gone into labor the day before and
had delivered early that morning. Noah Scott
weighed 5 pounds 6 ounces and had dark hair and
deep blue eyes, just like the two other boys. Mom
and Dad and the grandparents all got to be with
him during his short life, which lasted an hour and
42 minutes. Trent and Drew were
didn’t know able to hold, hug, and kiss their little
brother after he died.

She
why God had
allowed this
difficult trial to
come her way,
but she trusted
Him with a
simple and
uncomplicated
faith.

An alternative to abortion is the compassionate
practice known as perinatal hospice, with more
than 40 centers in the United States. Such programs
provide support and encouragement for those who
choose to continue pregnancy in spite of a grim
prognosis for the baby. Though no such program is
available in the town where Kristin and Mike live,
they had a sympathetic physician and a church that
surrounded them with love and support.
I first met Kristin last November, when she came
to my office to tell me her story. At the time I met
her, she was 29 weeks pregnant and uncertain
about what the future had in store. Kristin did
not yet know when she would go into labor or
even if she would get to hold her baby. We talked
together, prayed together, and even cried a bit.
Kristin impressed me with her clarity and her calm
demeanor. She didn’t know why God had allowed
this difficult trial to come her way, but she trusted
Him with a simple and uncomplicated faith.

The memorial service at Mike and
Kristin’s church was a celebration.
They had received e-mails from all
over the world, and the church was
full. Family members and friends gave
testimonies, sang songs, and showed
a slide show of Noah as he responded
to his mother’s loving touch.

In my first encounter with Kristin, I
welcomed the opportunity to minister
to another, to encourage a sister in
Christ. I even thought we could take a stand for the
sanctity of life and make a moral statement against
abortion in the midst of our contemporary culture
of death.
However, Kristin’s goals were much more basic —
she had no grand pro-life agenda, and she certainly
had no intention of making a social comment. All
she wanted to do was to love her baby. And she
did so, beautifully and with great dignity. More
than pro-life rallies or letters to the editor, Kristin’s
unqualified love for Noah has made a simple but
profound statement to the world.
J. Vernon McGhee once said, “A brief life is not an
incomplete life.” Noah Scott lived for just moments
on this earth, but he touched many others. And
he was loved — by his parents surely, but most of
all by a Heavenly Father who makes no mistakes.
Disguised as a medical tragedy, Noah Scott became
a true blessing. T
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Biblical Studies Center

Situated on Cedar Lake just north of the Centennial Library, the Center
will support Cedarville’s Bible minor as well as the nine Bible programs
that prepare students for vocational ministry.

“This Center will clearly confirm that the
Scriptures are the key to life and that Cedarville
is wholeheartedly committed to them.”
Dr. Bill Brown
President
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… an investment in the heart of Cedarville

Bible

is the hallmark of a Cedarville
education. The emphasis on
knowing and applying the Scriptures is reinforced in
chapels, integrated into every academic discipline,
and built upon the six-course Bible minor required
of all students. The ultimate goal is transformation:
equipping Cedarville graduates to be Christ-centered
influencers at all levels of society.
Because of this vision, we rejoice in the opportunity
to build a facility that will enhance the quality and
scope of Bible instruction. Scheduled to open in
August 2008, this 60,000 sq. ft. facility will house:
•
•
•
•
•
•

the department of biblical education
the academic enrichment center
11 classrooms
4 student collaboration rooms
lounges and gathering areas
an innovative, two-story youth ministries
area supported by cutting-edge technology
• a unique area to celebrate the history,
development, and impact of the Bible

Your gift can help.
This Center promises to have a powerful impact
in the lives of our students and, as a result, in
our churches and culture. You can help us equip
students to share the Truth of Christ by giving to this
initiative. Please consider a generous gift, perhaps to
honor someone who has influenced your life. God
will use your investment to touch thousands of lives!
Your gift can help us reach the $14 million needed
to complete the project. God has already provided
$8.4 million in gifts and commitments. We praise
Him for this provision!
To learn more about the Biblical Studies Center or to make a gift,
contact advancement at 937-766-7810.

www.cedarville.edu/biblicalstudiescenter
Spring-Summer 2007
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Scholarship Gifts
Make a Difference
T
iffany Erspamer is a psychology major, looking
forward to a career in counseling children
and young adults. Her education at Cedarville is
preparing her professionally and spiritually.
“My Cedarville experience has meant the world to
me,” she said. “Through God’s amazing provision
I have been able to grow, learn, and serve at
Cedarville University. God has done exceedingly
abundant things in my life and has used my time
here to shape me into the person He wants me to
be.”
Tiffany leads a discipleship group on campus and is
involved in an alumni relations organization, a
psychology organization, and her local church.
Whether it is through classes, ministry
opportunities, or the people she sees every day,
God is using Cedarville University in her life.
The generosity of others is allowing Tiffany to fully
embrace the Cedarville experience!
Students like Tiffany are many. They sense God’s
call on their lives to be at Cedarville. They have
a heart for ministry but need the assistance of
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others to make
their educational
experience at
Cedarville a reality.
Without question,
more student financial
aid is needed.
To help students,
Cedarville University
is committed to
increasing donorfunded scholarships
by 20 percent annually. It’s an ambitious goal, but
one that is both necessary and worthwhile. No
gift is too small when it comes to helping students
experience the best of Christian higher education at
Cedarville.
Call 1-800-766-1115 or visit www.cedarville.edu/
financialpartners to make a contribution that will
help ensure students like Tiffany secure a quality
educational experience at Cedarville.

Speaking Truth in Love

C

edarville’s unwavering commitment to
biblical truth and biblical sexuality recently
caught the attention of Soulforce, a lesbian,
gay, bisexual, and transgender advocacy group.
Soulforce came to Cedarville University in April in
protest of the University’s policies on homosexual
behavior and the promotion of a homosexual
lifestyle.
While we did not initiate this contact with
Soulforce, we determined to use their protest as
an opportunity to equip our students to articulate
a biblical approach to sexuality with grace and
compassion.

As we equip students to engage culture with the
heart and mind of Christ, we are mindful that
homosexuality is one of the significant social
issues confronting our culture and the church
today. As believers in Jesus Christ, all of us need
to be equipped to respond with wisdom, truth,
and grace. The next issue of TORCH will seek
to “make sense” of this critical topic and share
materials that were part of the Cedarville family’s
preparation for the Soulforce protest.

Our preparation began with a prayer emphasis
and included educational workshops, chapel
presentations, and a website (www.cedarville.edu/
speakingtruth) filled with helpful resources.

The Cedarville Experience

• Open to high school 		
juniors and seniors
• Scholarships for 		
children of alumni

Take a Test Drive

June 16-29, 2007

Learn more: www.cedar ville.edu/summerstudies
Spring-Summer 2007
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Visit www.cedarville.edu/whatsabuzz and click on “Torch” to find out more about these stories and what’s
going on at Cedarville University!
Giving It All Away
Two groups of Cedarville University business students started
companies with the goal of giving all the profits away to the
Children’s Rescue Center of Springfield, Ohio. The students
sold out of their products — an all-weather performance
blanket and a team spirit rally towel — and each student
donated a minimum of 10 hours
of service to the Center, totaling
more than 450 hours. They
presented a profit check of $3,000
to the Children’s Rescue Center on
December 11.
Going and Making
Disciples
Dr. David Stevens, executive director of the Christian Medical
and Dental Association, defines “missions” as “meeting people
at their point of need.” As the
keynote speaker for the 2007
Missions Conference, he urged
students to use their education
and professional talents to boldly
go wherever God calls them.
Forensics Team
Sports National
Finalist
At the recent National Forensics Tournament, junior Karen
Williams took fifth in the nation in impromptu speaking. She
is the second CU student to advance to the finals at nationals.
In the tournament, CU’s nationally ranked team placed eighth
in their division to cap off another outstanding season.
A Man and His Hats
At the drop of a hat — literally — Dr. Joe Cornelius can make
the history of African-Americans come alive. Known as “The Hat
Man,” Dr. Cornelius presents the progression of black history
through a one-man act with various hats and voices. He brought
his skit to Cedarville University on January 17 as part of Central
State University’s Culturally
Responsive Teaching Conference.
Cedarville University was pleased
to work in conjunction with
Central State to celebrate culturally
responsive teaching through this
event.
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Women of Courage
January 15, 2007 marked the nation’s first Martin Luther
King Jr. Day commemoration since the death of Coretta Scott
King. In honor of Mrs. King and the
other women who played influential
roles in the Civil Rights Movement,
Cedarville University’s Martin
Luther King Jr. Day chapel focused
on the theme “Women of Courage.”
Would Jesus Do
Short-Term Missions?
Would Jesus go on a short-term mission trip? Dr. Robert Priest
of Trinity Evangelical Divinity School addressed this question
as well as many others issues facing today’s global church in the
February 6-8 Staley Distinguished Christian Scholar Lecture
Program at Cedarville.
There’s No Debate
This year’s Cedarville University Debate Team has continued its
tradition of national prominence. The team finished the season
in 11th place in the National Parliamentary Debate Association,
which boasts 350 top debate programs. The team’s prestigious
finish also ranked them second among all Christian colleges.
Building A Life of Integrity
Cedarville University hosted the annual State Convention of
Baptists in Ohio Evangelism Celebration in February. The
theme was “Building a Life of Integrity: Evangelism for a New
Day” and featured speakers such as Dr. David Jeremiah,
Dr. Ergun Caner, Dr. Voddie Baucham Jr., and Dave
Dravecky. Christian singer Charles Billingsley and several
Cedarville University ensembles provided special music.
Summer Ministries
This summer, a team of eight engineering students will travel
to Liberia (Africa) to use their skills to help others. Their
projects include a cooling system and solar-powered night
lights. The students join 325 other faculty, staff, and students
who are ministering abroad this summer.
Soaring at Pole Vault Summit
Junior Jason Scott soared to a school-record mark of 17’ 6½”
to tie for first place in the college division of the National Pole
Vault Summit on January 20. Scott added nearly six inches to
his old school record of 17’ ¾”. He established that mark in
winning the 2006 indoor title at the NAIA Championship.

Upcoming Events

Visit www.cedarville.edu/events for more information!

May
5		 111th Commencement

18-22 Music Camp

11-12 Ohio Open Speech and Debate Tournament

18-22 Premed Camp

June
11-13 Girls Basketball 		
		 Team Camp
11-15 Athletic 			
		 Training Camp
11-15 Centri-Kid Camp
11-15 Nursing Camp
11-15 Writing Camp
14-16 Boys Basketball Team Camp
15-23 Child Evangelism Fellowship
16-29 Summer Studies
17-21 Boys Basketball Camp
17-30 Summit Ministries
		 Leadership Conference
18-22 Criminal Justice Camp

CU on the Road
May
19		 Alumni Chapter Event
		 Denver, Colorado
20		
		
		

Dr. Bill Brown
North Syracuse,
New York

June
9		 Dr. Bill Brown
		 Plumsteadville,
		 Pennsylvania
10-16 The Master’s Puppets
		 Shelbyville, Illinois

18-22 Soccer Day Camp
18-29 Debate Camp
21-23 Boys Soccer 			
		 Team Camp
24-28 Girls Basketball Camp
24-29 Super Summer
25-29 Social Work Camp
July
9-13 Engineering Camp
9-13

Volleyball Camp

15-19 Girls and Boys Soccer Camp
16-20 LIFT Camp
19-21 Girls Soccer Team Camp
23-26 Fellowship of Christian Cheerleaders Camp

The following is just a sampling of CU events on the road.
Visit www.cedarville.edu/reps for more events and information.
11-16 Lifeline Players
		 Abingdon, Virginia
16-23 Friends for Life Cruise
		 Alaska
July
8-13 HeartSong
		 New Freedom,
		 Pennsylvania
15-21 The Master’s Puppets
		 Vestal, New York
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We’ve taken

“summer camp”
to a whole new level!

Athletic Training Camp
Criminal Justice Camp
Debate Camp
Engineering Camp
Music Camp
Nursing Camp
Premed Camp
Social Work Camp
Writing Camp

Creative projects, amazing
field trips, and thoughtprovoking presentations ...
an incredible week to “test
drive” college life, make new
friends, and explore career
interests.
Request information today!

Truth learned. Truth lived.
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